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ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


November 5, 2003 


d/7 South Washington Street 
Alexandria. Virginia ££3ia 


TclebhonC 17031 B3SG400 
Facsimile. 17031 036-2787 
E-mail; 04uiiilOLiFr.coM 

WWW.OLIFF.COM 


Facsimile Transmission Cover Sheet 


To: Examiner Ngo 

Group Art Unit 2871 
U S. Patent and Trademark Office 
(703) 746-4709 _ 


From: Jesse Collier _ 

Serial Number: 09/994,751 _ Our Ref.: , 111 222 _ 

Number of Pages Sent (Including cover sheet): _5_ ’ 

Prepared By: JOC _. 

Comments: 

Examiner Ngo, further to your November 5 telephone message, enclosed is an Applicant 
Initiated Interview Request Form and Summary of the Arguments to be presented. 


Sent by: 

This facsimile is intended only for the use of the individual or eritity named above and may contain 
privileged or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent 
responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, you are notified that any review, dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this facsimile is prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in error, please 
immediately notify us by facsimile or telephone, and return Lhe facsimile to us by mail at the above 
address. 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 

Application No.: 09/99 4 , 731 _ First Named Applicant: Motohiko SAKAMAKI 

Examiner: Ngo, Huyen Art Unit: 2871 Staius of Application: 1st Rejection 

Tentative Participants: 

(1) Jesse Collier _(2) Huyen Ngo _ 

(3) _(4)_ 

Proposed Date of Interview: 11/13/0 3_ Proposed Time: 10:30 AM (AM/PM) 

Type of Interview Requested: 

(I) G Telephonic (2) ^ Personal (3) G Video iConferencc 

Exhibit To Be Shown or Demonstrated: I I YES NO 

If yes, provide brief description: _ 


Issues To Be Discussed 


Issues 

Claims/ 

Prior 

Discussed 

Agreed 

Not Agreed 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 

Fig. #s 

Art 




(1) Objection 

Title 



□ 

n 

(2) Objection 

Disclosure 


□ : 

□ 

□ 

(3) Objection 

Claims 1-9 



□ 

□ 

(4) §112 Rej. 

Claim 2 


n; 

□ 

□ 


K1 Continuation Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 
See attached Summary of Arguments_ 


An interview was conducted on the above-identified application on_' 

NOTE : 

This form should be completed by applicant and Submitted to the examiner in advance of the interview (see M PEP 6 
713.01). 

This application will not be delayed from issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this interview. 
Therefore, applicant is advised to file u statement of substance of this interview (37 CFR 1.133(b) as soon as possible. 

(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature) (Examiner/SPE Signature) 
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Issues 

(Rej., Obj., etc) 

Claims/ 

Fig. ffs 

Prior 

Art 

Discussed 

Agreed 

Not Agreed 

(5) § 102(b) Rej. 

Claims 1, 

7, and 12 

Kamino et al. 

□ : 

□ 

□ 

(6) § 102(b) Rej 

Claims 7 
and 8 

Kobayashi ct al. 


□ 

□ 

(7) § 102(e) Rej 

Claims 7 
and 9 

Yamaguchi et al. 

□ ; 

□ 

□ 

(8) § 103(a) Rej 

Claims 1, 

3-6, 10, 
and 11 

Kamino et al. 

□ 

□ 

□ 
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Summary of Arguments 

(Issue 1) The title properly describes the preamble of each independent claim. 

(Issue 2) "An adhesive property of the surface of the at least one spacer opposing the one 
of the substrates is lower than an adhesive property of another of the substrates," as recited in 
claim 8 is supported at least on page 18, lines 14-19 and page 99, line 22 - page 101, line 18 of 
Applicants' specification. "Superimposing the substrates such that substantially no color material 
particles are disposed on the surface of the at least one spacer opposing one of the substrates," as 
recited in claim 7 is supported at least on page 17, line 9 - page 20, line 20; page 18, lines 14-19; 
page 1.8, litre 19 - page 19, line 23; page 19, line 24 - page 20, line 14; and page 99, line 22 - page 
101, line 18. 

(Issue 3) "Disposing a plurality of color material particles distributed substantially 
uniformly on at least one of the substrates" is supported at least on page 4, line 22 - page 5, line 
14, and page 46, lines 3-10. 

(Issue 4) The rejection is improper under MPEP §2177.01. Furthermore, as it is clear 
from the specification, there are many alternative methods discussed for attaching particles to a 
substrate "using an electric field" that do not require charging the particles and then spraying the 
particles (see page 5, lines 1-14; page 11, lines 5-17; page 12, lines 6-11). 

(Issue 5) The Patent Office has failed to meet its burden under 37 C.F.R. § 1.104(c)(2) 
by failing to designate the particular part of the reference reliicd on for the rejection. Kamino 
nowhere discloses "disclosing a plurality of color material particles distributed substantially 
uniformly upon at least one of the substrates," as recited in claims 1 and 7 or "plurality of color 
material particles disposed between the substrates," as recited in claim 12. 
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(Issue 6) The Patent Office has failed to meet its burden under 37 CFR §1.104(c)(2). 
Kobayashi nowhere describes "while maintaining the color [material particles on the at least one 
of the substrates, superimposing the substrates such that substantially no color material particles 
are disposed on a surface of the at least one spacer opposing one of the substrates," as described 
in claims 7 and 8. 

(issue 7) The present Application claims priority from JP 2001-42597, filed February 19, 
2001. In accordance with 37 C-F.R. § 1.55, Applicants will [submit an English translation of JP 
2001 -42597. 

(Issue 8) Kamino does not disclose, teach, or suggest the use of "color material 
particles," claims 1-12 arc patentable over Kamino under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
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